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Speaker. And I urge strongly and pow-
erfully for this Congress to step out
boldly, grow the size of this energy pie,
reduce the cost of energy, dramatically
drive our economy, and take care of
our security well into the future.
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MILITARY IN THE 21ST CENTURY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FORTENBERRY). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 4, 2005,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
SCHIFF) is recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, our most
important duty as Members of Con-
gress is to ensure our Nation’s secu-
rity. National security is the single-
most essential purpose of government.
All of the other blessings of our liberty
flow from it, our strength and vitality
as a people depend upon it and, our
economy and our way of life are rein-
forced by it.

A strong, bipartisan tradition has
been at the core of America’s national
security policymaking for much of our
history. A succession of American
Presidents, from Woodrow Wilson to
Franklin Roosevelt to Harry Truman
to John F. Kennedy, guided this Nation
through two world wars and some of
the tensest days of the Cold War. Their
leadership was based on asserting
America’s power in a way that ad-
vanced the ideals of our Founders and
which made America a beacon to mil-
lions of people who were suffering
under fascism and communism.

Most importantly, these men Kknew
the limits of any one nation’s ability,
and they saw the wisdom of marshal-
ling our strengths with that of other
freedom-loving people, and they lis-
tened to the counsel of these allies
abroad and Members of both parties
here at home.

Harry Stimson, who served as Frank-
lin Roosevelt’s Secretary of War
throughout the Second World War, was
a Republican. Harry Truman cooper-
ated with a Republican Congress to
pass the Marshall Plan and the Truman
Doctrine, which were instrumental in
rebuilding postwar Europe and halting
Soviet expansion.

But unlike these giants of the 20th
century, who put the Nation’s security
before chauvinism or partisanship, the
current administration has too often
believed that it had all the answers and
did not need to pay attention to the
ideas of others.

This refusal to listen to other voices
and excessively partisan and ideolog-
ical approach has resulted in an Amer-
ica that is more isolated than it should
be and less safe than it needs to be.
Around the world, among nations that
should be our strong allies, we are
often seen less as a force for good in
the world, and this has jeopardized the
cooperation that we need in the war on
terror.

In Iraq, a stubborn refusal to commit
enough troops to save the lives and
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pacify the country in the months after
the invasion has led to a protracted
fight against Baathists and Islamic in-
surgents and increasing sectarian vio-
lence that has claimed more than 2,300
American lives and wounded thousands
more.

At home we have wasted valuable
time in making real strides to safe-
guard the Nation from terrorist attack.
Most significantly, we have failed to
reckon with the Achilles heel of our
national security, our reliance on for-
eign oil to supply our energy needs.

Clearly, Americans want and deserve
change. Last month, Members of our
party from both the House and the
Senate unveiled a comprehensive blue-
print to better protect America and to
restore our Nation’s position of inter-
national leadership. Our plan, the
Democratic plan, is called Real Secu-
rity. It was devised with the assistance
of a broad range of experts, former
military officers, retired diplomats,
law enforcement personnel, homeland
security experts and others, who helped
identify key areas where current poli-
cies have failed and where new ones
were needed.

In a series of six Special Orders, my
colleagues and I will share with the
American people our vision for a more
secure America. Two weeks ago, we
discussed the plan as a whole and laid
out the five pillars that make up that
plan. I would like to go over some of
these in summary before we turn to the
pillar that we will discuss tonight.

These five pillars of security are the
creation of a 21st century military, the
successful prosecution of the war on
terror, a more successful strategy to
provide real homeland security, a way
forward in Iraq, and the securing of en-
ergy independence for the United
States of America.

One of the pillars of our Real Secu-
rity plan focuses on the war on terror.
It devises a strategy to destroy al
Qaeda and finish the job in Afghani-
stan. It would have us double our spe-
cial forces and improve our intel-
ligence-gathering processes. It would
eliminate terrorist breeding grounds. It
would use preventive diplomacy and
bring new international leadership,
recognizing that we are strongest when
we cause the world to join us in a
cause.

Secure loose nuclear materials by
2010, this is one of the greatest
vulnerabilities we have. You might re-
call in the debate between Senator
KERRY and President Bush both ac-
knowledged that the number one
threat facing the country was that of
nuclear terrorism. In fact, when we had
testimony in the Nonproliferation Sub-
committee, I asked Jim Woolsey,
former director of the CIA, what was
the most likely suspect if a nuclear
weapon went off tomorrow in New
York, Los Angeles or Washington? He
thought about it for a moment and
then he said, “‘al Qaeda.”

I said, ‘I think that is exactly right.
But if al Qaeda is the number one
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threat, then the most likely delivery
vehicle is not a missile, it is a crate,
and why are we not doing more to se-
cure those materials that al Qaeda has
said they want?”’

Osama bin Laden, who has called it a
religious duty of Muslims to obtain the
bomb and use it against the United
States, who wants an American Hiro-
shima, at the pace it is going it is
going to take years, if not decades, to
secure the nuclear material in the
former Soviet Union, and this makes
our Nation at risk of calamity.

If you think the debates we have now
over civil liberties and national secu-
rity are difficult, imagine the world
after a nuclear detonation here in this
country or against our troops in the
theater. All of that debate would be
moot. This Nation would be a very dif-
ferent Nation. It would be one we
would not recognize. It would certainly
not be one we would want to live in.

All efforts must be made to deal with
this threat, and too little has been
done. Precious little has been done, and
time is not on our side.

We must redouble our efforts to stop
nuclear weapons development in Iran
and North Korea. Too often the admin-
istration’s policy in this area has been
on-again off-again, as if we can only
focus on Iran right now and we can
take our focus off North Korea, where 6
months ago we could focus on North
Korea to the exclusion of Iran, or we
couldn’t focus on either while we were
focusing on Iraq.

The reality is we must continually
focus on all of the above, and we must
marshal the international community
to stop this weapons program in Iran
and in North Korea. Only through sus-
tained and vigorous and dedicated ef-
forts to pressure Russia, to pressure
China and to bring that world commu-
nity together do we have a chance to
stop that nuclear weapons development
in Iran and North Korea.

Let me turn to one of the other pil-
lars of our Real Security plan dealing
with homeland security. In the weeks
to come, we will be going through the
details of this pillar, which involves
implementation of the 9/11 Commission
recommendations. We support the im-
mediate implementation of those rec-
ommendations.

The 9/11 Commission, probably no
other commission in the last half cen-
tury has done a more valuable job, a
more bipartisan job of analyzing the
vulnerabilities of the TUnited States
and making good, strong and sound
recommendations about what we can
do to address them, many of which af-
fect this body. In fact, it is an irony
not lost to anyone here, or shouldn’t
be: those recommendations of the 9/11
Commission that affect how we orga-
nize our business in the Congress are
the last to have been implemented.
Most of them have not been imple-
mented.

But a great many of their rec-
ommendations are being ignored at our
peril, and, indeed, what I was talking



